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‘February 22nd, 1830. 
GENERAL RULE. 


OrpereD, that the appeals from the third, fourth 
and eighth districts, be placed on a separate docket, 
to be kept by the clerk for that purpose—that-said 
docket be taken up, and the cases called, inthe order. 
in which they stand thereon, on the first Mondays of 
January, and the first Mondays of March, in each 
year, and be heard on that, and each succeeding day 
thereafter, except Sundays, until the whole are dis- 


posed of, 
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this court, during the period, the cases of 
which are reported in this volume. 











